6/20/92 


Professor David L# Hansel, editor 6/20/92 / 

The American Historical Review 
914 Abater, Indiana u niversity 
Bloomington, IL 47405 

Dear Professor Hansel, 

I appreciate the honesty that amounts to an unintended confession in your letter 
of J une 15* &s you recognized, what I sent you 1 knew was longer than you could use. 

And it is only the beginning of what 1 intend writing about the issue t n which of all 
those available yot/ delected thre<? subject-matter ignoramuses to report our JFK assassi- 
nation history to professional historians whe then teach it# 

My work on the JFK assassination became an in-depth study of how the basic insti- 
tutions of our society worked in that time of great stress and since then# While his- 
torians are r the equivalent of our media, our government, our cours(t and our 

Congress, they do teach our history to all who are educated. And they depend on your 
magazine more than any other for information they use in teaching all Americans# 

While as I have often thought in recent years we are none of us i,] erlins and we 
cannot remember the future, with my accumulation of years and severely limiting illnesses 
I abandon writing additional books because 1 could not depend on them being as accurate 
as the seven 1 published and instead devoted my remaining time and eneggy to trying to 
leave as full and fiaithful account as possible for history# 

'■^his , most of U 3 believe, is the responsibility of professional historians. You 
clearly believe otherwise, from your issue and from your letter# 

|t is, I think, commentary on how professional historians served the nation when 
it suffered this most subversive of tragedies, that they did nothing to bring information 
about it to light, nothing to prepare themselves to teach this turning-point in our his- 
tory, and with only a few exceptions, nothing to teach what is factual about the cfime 
and how our basic institutions functioned then and since# 

It is not only Oliver 3 tone who had no interest in the quarter of a million pages 
of once-withheld JFK assassination records I got by a series of FOIA lawsuits# Except 


for two professional historians (plus one sociologist) not ^single professional historian 
J^as asked me for so much as a page of this vast archive to which t give all unsupervised 
access. Not one other professional historian has sought to confirm the accuracy of what 
he teaches# Or to learn what is factual and true about what he teaches. 

How, then, can they teach our history, how can they write about it, how can they 
understand it, except in terms of the offigal mythology or, on the other side, in tennis 
of the putpour^ng of trash as both the publishers and those who write these trashy and 
unf actual books seek, like Oliver ^tone, to exploit and commercialize that, as A look 
back over the more than a third of our history I have libed, I regard as our greatest 
single national tragedy, one of enormous influence and consequences on and to our nation? 


puffery 

Consistent with this ypu tell me that your purpose in ymir^fery for Oliver ^tone’s 
JFK "was to assess its effectiveness in raising historical quesTions" and to do this 
without taking "tho space to argue and judge truth claims." 

In tliis you actu<$lly tell me that, as a professional historian and as AHR’s editor 
"raising historical questions" for the important audience you influence is without re- 
gard to "truth!/ 

Then you seek to explain away what I regard as a remarkable attitude and position 
for the editor of our most prestigious and influential historical publication by saying 
that you and AHR "were confident that" I "and those who have followed" kej in this effort 
(to "judge" JFK’ s "truth claims) would continue to make those arguments and judgements in 


your books and articles*" 

This says clearly "but not to the influential audience J-addressed and corrupted." 

it also presumes what there is no reason to believe , that there will be books that 
expose Stone’s exploitation and commercialization of the JFK assassination, and tjiat 
other publications will welcome articles doin^; that* Not one has, by the way! 

You say also that if you were to publish what 1 submitted that is entirely factual, 
without any theorizing of any kind, telling your audeaience the truth about this turning 
point in out^history about which you misinformed, misled and deceived it, that would 
launch a series of claims and counter— claims about the truth. ..." 

In this what you actually say is jrhat as AHR’s editor you have the right to lie, to 
misrepresent, to mi die ad and to corrupt the minds and thinking of professional historians 
without any obligation to report the truth to them, ^ou justt^ do "not have the space." 

Knowing there is this major controversy, knowing there are subject experts, knowing 
that °tone was accused of fabricating and had iiased his movie on a national disgrace, you 
did not believe you had any responsibility to at least give another view, it not a factual 
account? Does this not make you a propagandist rather than an editor and historian? Does 
it not also reflect contempt for your audience which trusts you? And then you decline a 
factual criticism of what you published od the ground that it can be done elsewhere and 
making it cldar it cannot be done to your audience of professional historians? And in 


what role, with that function, do you by these means cast AHR? *ou also have it assess- 
ing "historical questions" on the basis of a fraud and a travesty made of imagination 
added to two meretricious and utterly dishonest books. Or, aside from propaganda, scholars 
are back to the dairies and needles. 

I believe that you have raised substantial questions of person!, professior/ and edi- 
torial responsibility by what you have done and by what you say about it. 


After reading what I sent you Jou offer to consider, not to publish, a letter, not an 
article, if you tliink it "contribute^ usefully to the discussions" and "aase'of general 
interest" —maybe# Whether or not this is condescending I have no interest in either per- 


sonal attention or giving you a figleaf/ You and AHR stand on what you did animay do. 

* ! > Sincerely, Harold VJeisberg 
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